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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment dated 28 April 2005 in application 
09/748,817. Claims 1,4-11, and 14-25 are pending. Claims 1,4-11, and 14-22 are 
amended. Claims 23-25 are new. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 28 April 2005 was filed 
after the mailing date of the Non-final rejection on 26 January 2005. The submission is 
in compliance with the provisions* of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information 
disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,4, 6, 10, 11, 14, 16, and 20-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 



being anticipated by Mages et al. (US006035329A). 
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Regarding claim 1, Mages et al. (Mages) discloses a "multimedia information 
playback apparatus" (See Figs. 1 and 2). The system comprises a DVD player or "first 
input means" for receiving multimedia information including video data and audio data 
distributed from a DVD disk or "first distribution source", wherein the DVD disk is a 
storage device for storing multimedia information, and the DVD disk is on the "user side" 
(See Figs. 1 and 2, DVD player 12 and DVD disk 10; column 3 lines 15-42). The system 
also has data ports or "second input means" for receiving enabling/critical data or 
"control information" distributed from a second distribution source, wherein the second 
distribution source is an Internet server/cable-TV provider or "network server" for 
distributing the control information (See Fig. 1, data ports 18; column 4 lines 20-41). The 
DVD player also serves the function as the "playback means" for playing back the 
multimedia information received by the first input means on the basis of the control 
information received by the second input means, and wherein the playback means 
plays back the multimedia information which is distributed from the storage device and 
received by the first input means, on the basis of the control information which is 
distributed from the network server and received by the second input means (See Fig. 
1; column 3 lines 15-60 and column 4 lines 20-41). 

Regarding claim 4, the DVD player has a "first playback mode", where if the DVD 
disk is not a non-Hyper-DVD, the DVD player plays back the multimedia information 
from the DVD disk or "storage device" on the basis of the parental rating controls or 
"control information" that is also distributed by the DVD disk and received by the second 
input means (See Fig. 1 ; column 1 line 61 - column 2 line 13). The DVD player also 
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has a "second playback mode", where if the DVD disk is a Hyper-DVD, the DVD player 
plays back the multimedia information from the DVD disk on the basis of the 
enabling/critical data or "control information" which is distributed from the network server 
and received by the second input means (See Fig. 1; column 3 lines 15-60 and column 
4 lines 20-41). The system further comprises a switching means for switching a 
playback mode to either one of the "first and second playback modes" (See Fig. 1 , data 
switch 26). 

Regarding claim 6, the CPU (See Fig. 1, CPU 22) serves the function of the "first 
navigator unit" wherein it "reads out the control information" from the DVD disk, 
"analyzes the control information", and controls the DVD player and data switch to "read 
the multimedia information in the storage device in accordance with an analysis result" 
when playing a non-Hyper-DVD or "first playback mode" (See Fig. 1; column 3 lines 15- 
60 and column 4 lines 20-41). Furthermore, the CPU also serves the function of the 
"second navigator unit" wherein it reads a Hyper-DVD or "second playback mode" on 
the "basis of the control information distributed from the network server in the second 
playback mode" (See Fig. 1; column 3 lines 15-60 and column 4 lines 20-41). 

Regarding claim 10, the control information contains a program for checking 
parental rating controls or "user operation contents", and when user operation is 
detected during playback of the multimedia information, the DVD player runs the 
parental rating controls, and plays back the multimedia information corresponding to the 
parental rating controls or "user operation contents" (See column 1 line 61 - column 2 
line 13). 
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Claim 1 1 contains the limitations of claim 1 (wherein the system performs the 
method) and is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 14 contains the limitations of claims 4 and 1 1 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 16 contains the limitations of claims 6 and 14 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 20 contains the limitations of claims 10 and 11 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 21 contains the limitations of claim 1 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 22 contains the limitations of claims 1 1 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. 

Regarding claim 23, the first distribution source is a DVD-ROM (See Fig. 1, DVD 
disk 10; column 3 lines 15-25). 

Claim 24 contains the limitations of claims 1 1 and 23 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 25 contains the limitations of claims 22 and 23 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



Application/Control Number: 09/748,817 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2617 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mages et al. (US006035329A) in view of Kamo (US 20020057694A1). 

Claim 5 contains the limitations of claim 4 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. Furthermore, as discussed in claim 4 the data 
switch is able to switch playback modes based on the DVD disk placed in the player by 
the user. However, Mages does not disclose authenticating the "network server". 

Kamo discloses a source information controlling system for a server and a client. 
Kamo discloses a session control unit that is used to authenticate the server and client 
in order to establish a connection (See Fig. 3; paragraph 0098). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify DVD player and Internet server/cable-TV provider disclosed by Mages 
to include a session control unit to authenticate the Internet server/cable-TV provider, as 
taught by Kamo, in order to ensure that the DVD player connects with known and 
trusted servers. 

Claim 15 contains the limitations of claims 5 and 14 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claims 7, 9, 17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mages et al. (US006035329A) in view of Dan et al. 
(US005561637A). 
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Claim 7 contains the limitations of claim 1 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. Furthermore, .the system generates "control 
information" that is used to allow play back of the "multimedia information" on the DVD 
player as discussed in claim 1 above. However, Mages does not disclose generating 
"group management information for managing a plurality of users having similar 
personal information as one group". 

Dan et al. (Dan) discloses that the server is able to multicast to a group of clients. 
The server selects a client to be a leader for a group of clients watching the same video 
or "generates group management information for managing a plurality of users having 
similar personal information as one group" and proceed to transfer the same data to all 
the clients within the group (See column 2 line 61 - column 3 line 6). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the Internet server/cable-TV provider disclosed by Mages to be able to 
group DVD players and generate "group management information for managing a 
plurality of users having similar personal information as one group", as taught by Dan, in 
order to increase the efficiency of the Internet server/cable-TV provider. 

Regarding claim 9, Mages in view of Dan disclose that a video server utilizes and 
reserves channels or "plurality of channels" to transmit "multimedia information", 
wherein the terminal apparatus/cable box "plays back multimedia information of a 
channel" that has been reserved or "corresponding to the control information" (See Dan 
Fig. 1; column 2 lines 36-49). 
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Claim 17 contains the limitations of claim 7 and 1 1 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 19 contains the limitations of claim 9 and 1 1 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claims 8 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.SC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mages et al. (US006035329A) in view of Brown et al. (US006732179B1). 

Claim 8 contains the limitations of claim 1 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. Furthermore, the DVD player includes software 
that inherently allows a user to set/change parental rating controls or "change operation 
of the control information by a user (See Fig. 1; column 1 line 61 - column 2 lines 13). 
The DVD player is able to play back the multimedia information on the basis of the 
parental rating controls or "control information" changed in accordance with user 
operation. However, Mages does not disclose "determining whether to receive the 
change operation in accordance with personal information of the user". 

Brown et al. (Brown) discloses a method and system for restricting access to 
user resources within a client, i.e. set top box (STB). Brown discloses that a user of a 
client logs in by entering a user's identity and a personal identification number (PIN) or 
"personal information of the user" in order to grant access to certain resources for the 
user or "determining whether to receive the change operation" (See column 7 lines 22- 
40). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the DVD player and cable box disclosed by 
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Mages to include a means to determine whether to allow users to enter change 
operations, using the "personal information of the user", as taught by Brown, in order to 
increase the security of the system thereby only allowing authorized users to change 
various settings. 

Claim 18 contains the limitations of claims 8 and 11 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,4-11, and 14-22 and Emura have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant argues with respect to claims 7, 9, 17, and 19 that portions of the 
rejections appear to be set forth in facts within the personal knowledge of the examiner 
and cites MPEP 2144.03. However, the rejection made to claims 7, 9, 17, and 19 do not 
rely on an Official Notice or Common Knowledge. Furthermore, applicant has not 
specifically pointed out the supposed errors in the examiner's action, which would 
include stating why the noticed fact is not considered to be common knowledge or well- 
known in the art. It is unclear to what "portions of the aforementioned rejection" appears 
to be set forth in facts within personal knowledge of the examiner. 

Dan discloses a method of managing a group of clients that are viewing the 
same video or "managing a plurality of users having similar personal information". When 
a request is made to the server, the server responds to the whole group of clients as 
one group. Dan uses this method to create a hybrid system that is more efficient than 
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other server system as disclosed by Dan (See Dan column 1 lines 28-40 and column 2 
line 61 - column 3 line 6). 

In response to applicant's argument with respect to claims 8 and 18 that there is 
no suggestion to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness 
can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to 
produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation 
to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, Brown discloses a STB that is able to restrict access to 
resources within the client or DVD player or STB based on the user's PIN or "personal 
information of the user". Brown offers this capability in order to ensure that only 
authorized and authenticated users are able to make changes to the client. Therefore 
adding the features disclosed by Brown in the system disclosed by Mages increases the 
security features (e.g. parental ratings control) of DVD player and cable box. 

The examiner suggests that applicant consider adding more details in the 
independent claims about the control information (e.g. read control, various commands, 
and positional information) as supported by the specification on pages 7 and 10. 

Applicant is reminded that although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph G. Ustaris whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7383. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5PM; Alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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